
June 6,200l 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Rules Docket (AGC- 10) 
800 Independence Avenue, SW 

Washington, DC 2059 1 

RE: Exemption No. 692 1, Regulatory Docket No. 29492 

On July 15, 1999 Lynden Air Cargo was granted an exemption from 14 CFR 12 1 9 

121.344 to the extent necessary to permit Lynden to operate its four Lockheed Martin 

3 82G Hercules aircraft (Registration Nos. N40 1 LC, N402LC, N403LC and N404LC; 

Serial Nos. 4606,4698,4590, and 4763, respectively) under part 121 withlout an 
approved digital flight data recorder. The exemption was granted for two years until July 
15,200 1 unless sooner superseded or rescinded, or until the affected aircraft were 

included in § 121.344(l)(2). 

In Lynden’s exemption request, inclusion in 9 12 1.344(l)(2) granting a permanent 
exemption under the rule was requested. As stated in the exemption approval (see 

enclosed), “ . ..the FM finds that if LAC had presented its arguments when the DFDR 

rule was proposed, the FAA would have considered excepting the L382G aircraft from 
that rule.” As of the filing date of this letter, the issue of inclusion of the L382G for 

permanent exemption is yet to be resolved. 

The circumstances justifying the initial exemption request are unchanged and all the same 

conditions apply. Lynden requests that a second two-year extension of its original 
exemption be granted while the FAA considers the issue of inclusion of the L382G in the 

exemptions paragraph of 9 12 1.344. 



Respectfully submitted, 

+ 

James G. Schneider 
Lynden Air Cargo 

Quality Control Division 

Enc. : FAA letter dated July 15, 1999 
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JUL I 5 I999 

8OOlnd~pondcnca Ave S'& 
Wr8hinglon CC 20591 

Exemption No. E921 
Rcgulotory Docket No. 29492 

Xx. Jsrncc 0. Schnoidcr 
Quality Control DivSsion 
Lyndsn Air Cargo 
6441 South Afrpnrk Plwx 
Anchoroga, XK 99502-0641 

Doar Mr. Schneider: 

By undated lcttsr you petitioned the Fodcral Aviation Admir:risXatio:l (FPA) 
on behalf ol Lyndon Air Caryo (LAC) for nn oxcmFtion from 5 121.344 of 
Title 14, Code of Fedarnl Regulations (14 CFR) to the cxtenL: neaoficary to 
ycrmit LAC to qxrate ire tour Lockheed XaYtin 3820 Hercules (L362G) 
aircroft (RcgistraCSon Nos, N40iLC, N402LC, N403LC, and N404LC1 Serial 
Not, 4606, 4698, 4590, ixnd 4763, reagcccively) under port 1.21 without an 
apgrovad digital fliv’nt data recorder (Dr;lDR) . 

h ~umaxy of the petition WOO published in the ccdcral Reqiiater on 
April 21, 1999 (64 FA 19578). No comwnto were recaivcd, 

The FAA issued a gxant of oxomgtion in c$xcumstanccs e!.mllisr In all 
n;rltorial raspmtu to those greaentod in your petition, Xn Grant of 
Excmytion No, 6712 (copy mclosed), ERA IIclicopters, Inc. (ERA), 
pecitioncd for on exmptior. from .14 CFR 5 135,153(a) to oglersto 
three Sikorrky Node1 E-61N ( S-61) helicoptoro under part 135 without those 
holicopterr being equipped with an approved DFDR. In that oxcmptiors, the 
FAA noted that operators were given the opportunity to requoGt that un 
aixcrsft be exceptad from the flight data recorder rccpirenonca. Oparutors 
were raquootod to intom the FM of the affected models a?d indicate the 
reason why the aircraft should bo excegced. The FAA stntcd the mterLa1 
submitted by ERA in its exemption xequest: would cuppotC sxccpting the 
S-61 helicopter from tho DFDR reguircments anb that L!?A’e proposed -. 
exerlptfon would provide a level of oofety equivalent to that I>wovidcd ‘W 
the rcgulnzion. Aloo, the FAA found that the petitioner had chow a noad 
Par the USC of Ato holicogters until a full exception to ths rule could 1~ 
nccornplished and thnt a grant of exemption would be in thel public interest. 

There CorQ, the FM grmtod rolicf to ERA for a limited pc:rio6 of time 
until tha FM could consider amsndi:lg 5 135,152(k) to include tho 
S-61 helicopter a!o an excepW.i aircraft. 
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Huving rcviewcscl your rcasorm for requesting an cxcmptlol., 1: find that &cy 
do not differ rnatirihlly from t>loae prasenzed by ERA ig t’le er.closcd ~JZ’E;~C 
of womption. In addicion, I have determimd thcrt tha rcwons yccated by 
tha $M for granting ‘the Rnclosod exmption alse, apply to VA;6 Situacior: ycu 
present, Specifica'l'ly, the FIW finda that if LX h#d grer;mted its 
argumenta when tha DYISR rule was propoled, the FAA would have zomidcred 
?xccpting tha US20 aircraft frcrm that rclo. 

Theretore, the FM isa granting LX’s cxcn@ion rcquaoc for zt limirec'l perlcd 
of t$.n;e while it corr~i.dclro whether cho L382Q aircraft 3houi9 ba included .ir, 
tha cx~e~tions paragrayh of 5 121.344, However, it during these 
cmsidmatiorls the FAA finds thnt the infozrnation provided Aocr not tully 
su-sport ‘inclusion, this examgtion wil: bo terxnimted with 30 days notice 
WVJ tha aircraft will be corjsidorcd subject to the reguFrcmcnts of 
9 123.344. 

In conoiderat.ion of the fersgoing, I firA that a grcnc of cxernption is in 
cho public inttrsst. Therefore, pursuant to the authority contained 
in 49 U.R.C. $9 40113 nnd 44701, delegated to me by the AdJninistraKor 
114 CFR 9 11.531, Lyndan Air Cargo is grmtcd an exemption. from 
14 C!?R § i21.344 t=, the oxtant necoosary to oCeratc ita four L382G Hercules 
aircraft (Registration Nos. N$OlLC, Nd02LC, N403LC, md N404K1 Serial. 
Nos. 4606, 4698, 13590, and 4763, respectively) under part 1.21 without m 
npprovcd DPDH. 

This emmption terruimtes on 
JlL Man 

, 
supcr~udeh or rescinded, or until the affected alrcraff it; included in 
S 121,344(1! (2). 

Sincerely, 

fl-Y-7 s .I---.--.- _.,,,.. - L G? 
L. Nicholas~.Tmey 
Dircccor, Flight SStandnrda Service 

Enclor;urc 


